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REMARKS 

Claims 1 to 5, 7, 8, 1 1 to 17, 19 to 25, and 28 are pending, of which claims 1, 21 and 28 
are independent. Further examination and favorable reconsideration are respectfully requested. 

As shown, claims 21 to 24 and 28 have been amended. Accordingly, withdrawal of the 
objection thereto is respectfully requested. We note that claim 25 was also objected to for not 
reciting "machine-readable storage". Claim 25, however, is a method claim, which depends on 
claim 1 , and is believed to be proper as written. 

Independent claim 1 was rejected over a combination of Page, Martin and Erikson. As 
shown above, claim 1 has been amended to recite: 

the second pane being generated if the URL or a portion of the URL matches an entry in a 
predefined list, entries in the list corresponding to search engines and being configurable to allow 
the second pane to be generated automatically for a particular search engine. 

We note that former claims 9 and 10 were directed to a "watch list". Claim 9 was rejected over 
Page, Martin and Erikson, as follows: 
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The cited portion of Page, namely "page 6, last paragraph", describes a database of URLs that 
are crawled during a search request in order to identify Web pages that relate to the search 
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request. Even if one could plausibly argue that such as database comprises entries in a 
predefined list to which a URL or a portion thereof is compared, such entries are not 
configurable to allow the second pane to be generated automatically for a particular search 
engine, as is now claimed. 

Claim 10 was rejected also in view of Kyne, as follows: 
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The cited portion of Kyne, namely column 8, lines 54 to 67 describes, among other things, 
customization of automatic search options. It is not readily apparent how this portion of Kyne 
discloses or suggests the newly-added features. We do, however, direct the Examiner's attention 
to the following excerpt from Kyne: 

FIG. 6 illustrates an example web browser screen 240 after the search engine has returned the 
search results. An address box 242 indicates the URL of the "best" web page (i.e., the web page 
selected by the browser or the search engine as the most likely to be of interest to the user based 
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on the text string). The "best" web page is automatically retrieved and displayed in a first pane 
246. 3 



There, Kyne describes automatically displaying a "best" Web page of pages listed in a new pane, 
as shown below in Fig. 7 of Kyne. 



We note, however, that the Web page this is displayed in the additional pane is the one that is 
deemed "best" by the Web browser. Since each search would seem to result in a "best" search 
result, the additional pane (246) would appear always to be generated. By contrast, claim 1 
generates a second pane of the GUI if the URL or a portion of the URL matches an entry in a 
predefined list . Furthermore, there is no such list in Kyne (this was addressed above with respect 

3 Col. 7, line 62 to col. 8, line 3 
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to Page), much less entries that correspond to search engines and that are configurable to allow 
the second pane to be generated automatically for a particular search engine. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, claim 1 is believed to be patentable over the applied 
art. Independent claims 21 and 28 are counterparts to claim 1. 

Dependent claims are also believed to define patentable features. Each dependent claim 
partakes of the novelty of its corresponding independent claim and, as such, has not been 
discussed specifically herein. 

It is believed that all of the pending claims have been addressed. However, the absence 
of a reply to a specific rejection, issue, or comment does not signify agreement with or 
concession of that rejection, issue, or comment. In addition, because the arguments made above 
may not be exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all pending claims (or 
other claims) that have not been expressed. Finally, nothing in this paper should be construed as 
an intent to concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as specifically stated in this 
paper, and the amendment of any claim does not necessarily signify concession of 
unpatentability of the claim prior to its amendment. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, we respectfully submit that the 
application is in condition for allowance, and such action is respectfully requested at the 
Examiner's earliest convenience. 

The undersigned attorney can be reached at the address shown above. Telephone calls 
regarding this application should be directed to 617-521-7896. 
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Please apply any fee shortage or excess to deposit account 06-1050, referencing Attorney 
Docket No. 10984-755001. 



Respectfully submitted, 



August 12, 2009 /Paul Pysher/ 

Date: 

Paul A. Pysher 
Reg. No. 40,780 

Fish & Richardson P.C. 
Telephone: (617) 542-5070 
Facsimile: (877) 769-7945 
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